
EPA Official Record

Notes ID:   4C511414FF30C07C882579640079EC1E

From:   Brandon Perkins/R10/USEPA/US

To:   "Farris, Ann M (DEC)" <ann.farris@alaska.gov>

Delivered Date:   12/12/2011 02:15 PM PST

Subject:   RE: Data Quality Review 

No word on the PPRTV. But the SCDM folks know that it should be finalized and posted soon. Once it has been, the 
consultants are ready to determine if a benchmark can be developed. It should only take a few days to develop once 
they have the final PPRTV document. 

Brandon Perkins
Office of Environmental Cleanup
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10
206-553-6396

 "Farris, Ann M (DEC)" ---12/12/2011 12:06:29 PM---Thanks for this clarification Brandon. Yes, ADEC has 
been actively involved in the development of t 

From: "Farris, Ann M (DEC)" <ann.farris@alaska.gov>
To: Brandon Perkins/R10/USEPA/US@EPA
Cc: "Garner, Loren G" <Loren.Garner@fhr.com>, rebecca.andresen@arcadis-us.com, "Page, Elizabeth" 
<Elizabeth.Page@kochind.com>, "Bainbridge, Steven T (DEC)" <steve.bainbridge@alaska.gov>
Date: 12/12/2011 12:06 PM
Subject: RE: Data Quality Review

Thanks for this clarification Brandon. Yes, ADEC has been actively
involved in the development of the method and approved the standard
operating procedure for each of the laboratories running the samples for
Flint Hills. In addition, we have review process for the laboratory
reports as they come in to identify any problems or variances from the
approved method. 

This process should be documented in Flint Hills Site Characterization
report that will be out soon. 

Any word on the PPRTV value? 

Thanks,
Ann

-----Original Message-----
From: Perkins.Brandon@epamail.epa.gov

[ mailto:Perkins.Brandon@epamail.epa.gov ] 
Sent: Monday, December 05, 2011 1:20 PM
To: Farris, Ann M (DEC)
Subject: Data Quality Review



Hi Ann

I spoke with the folks at HQ in the Site Assessment and Remedy Decisions
Branch, about using non-EPA data and the quality review/check that is
conducted for should it be used to propose a site on the NPL.
Specifically I asked them about using non-EPA approved methods. I
misspoke on the call last week. While EPA approved methods are
preferred they are not required. I looked on the sharepoint at the SOPs
of the methods the labs are using. They appear to be a modification of
EPA SW-846 8260. We just need to make sure whatever method has been
used is stated and a copy of the method is available for reference
should any questions come up about the method. They also mentioned that
if some authority has approved the use of the method that is helpful as
well. Was ADEC the agency to develop and approve the use of the
modified sulfolane methods? They also mentioned in the past other
Regions have even used data from research paper methods to assess and
score sites. So I think we should be ok with the modified EPA 8260.

Brandon Perkins
Office of Environmental Cleanup
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10
206-553-6396
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